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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. See
Local Rule 36(c).
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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Ellen Fields elected to resolve her Dalkon Shield claim through
binding arbitration. The arbitrator awarded Fields nothing upon the
determination that she used a Lippes Loop, rather than a Dalkon
Shield. Mrs. Fields then filed suit against the Dalkon Shield Claim-
ants Trust (Trust) and eleven other Defendants who were involved in
the handling of her claim.1 She sought $30,000,000 in damages. The
Trust moved to dismiss Fields' complaint, and Fields moved to vacate
the arbitration decision. The district court granted the motion to dis-
miss the complaint for failure to state a claim and denied Fields'
motion to vacate.2 Fields appeals.

With respect to the denial of the motion to vacate the arbitration
decision, we review the district court's findings of fact for clear error
and its conclusions of law de novo. See First Options of Chicago, Inc.
v. Kaplan, 514 U.S. 938, 947-48 (1995); Gianelli Money Purchase
Plan & Trust v. ADM Investors Servs., 146 F.3d 1309, 1311 (11th Cir.
1998). The record discloses no error. Rather, the district court cor-
rectly determined that Mrs. Fields had not met any of the criteria for
vacating an arbitration decision set forth in Rule 44(a) of the First
Amended Rules Governing Arbitration.

Fields' complaint dealt entirely with how her Dalkon Shield claim
was handled. Thus, the complaint related to the processing, defense,
and handling of her claim for damages for her use of the Dalkon
_________________________________________________________________
1 Among the causes of action were malpractice, obstruction of justice,
treason, mail fraud, and withholding of evidence.
2 The district court also denied Fields' motions for appointment of
counsel, for investigations, and to transfer her complaint to the federal
district court in Atlanta. Denial of these motions was not an abuse of dis-
cretion.
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Shield. Mrs. Fields was enjoined by the Robins Plan and the Confir-
mation Order from suing anyone other than the Trust in connection
with the handling of her claim. She pursued her remedies against the
Trust, lost in arbitration, and failed in her bid to vacate the arbitration
decision. She therefore pursued the only remedies available to her.
She may not circumvent the orderly working of the claims process by
filing another lawsuit raising related claims. The district court cor-
rectly found that Mrs. Fields had failed to state a claim upon which
relief could be granted.

We accordingly affirm the decision of the district court. We deny
the motion to authorize preparation of a transcript at government
expense. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the court
and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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